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IL RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

Following are identified any prior or pending appeals, interferences or judicial proceedings, 
known to Appellant, Appellant's representative, or the Assignee, that may be related to, or which 
will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing upon the Board^s decision in the 
pending appeal: 
NONK 

IIL STATUS OF CX AIMS 

Claims 1-22 are on appeal. 
Claims 1-22 are pending. 
No claims are allowed* 
Claims 1-22 are rejected. 

IV- STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

All Amendments have been entered, 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The subject matter recited in claim 1 relates to a method of logging events relating to a 
remotely managed device in a computer-based communications system, the method comprising: 
a) signing, at a collector entity that collects event logs from the deyice, an Acknowledgement 

h ' ■ -2- 
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Block (AB); and b) making the AB available to the device. See [0011], [0012], and [OOIS]- 

1 [0023]; Fig. 2. 

The subject matter recited in claim 1 relates to an apparatus for logging evoits relating to 

a remotely managed device in a computer-based communications system, comprising: means at a 

collector entity tiiat collects event logs from tiie device, to generate an Acknovtrledgement Block 

(AB) and to make the AB available to the device. See [001 1], [0014], and [0018]-[0023]; Fig. 1 . 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 
The following grounds of rejection are presented for review: 

A. Claims 1-4 and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as allegedly being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Publication No. 2003/0028495 to Pallante. 
' . ; B. Claimis 5-13 and 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being 

unpatentable over Pallante. 

Vn. ARGUMENT 

A. Rejection of Claims 1-4 and 14-17 Under 35 U.S.C. $l02(e^ 

The Final Office Action dated October 15, 2007, rejects claims 1-4 and 14-17 undo: 35 

U.S.C. § 102(e) as allegedly being anticipated by Pallante. 

The test for anticipation under section 1 02 is whetbo- each and evety element as set forth in 

flie claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference. Verdegaal 

Bros. V. Union Oil Co. of Cali/orhia, 2 JJSPQld 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987); MPEP §2131. The 
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identical inventioii must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the claim. Richardson v. 

St4Zt4ki Motor Co.,9l}SPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Or. 1989); MPEP §2131, The elements must also be 

arranged as required by the claim. In re Bond, 1 5 USPQ2d 1 566 (Fed. Cir. 1 990). 

L Claims 1 and 14 

Claim 1 recites, **[a] method of logging events relating to a remotely managed device . . . 
ccMnprising: a) signing, at a collector entity that collects event logs from the device, an 
Acknowledgement Block (AB)" (emphasis added). Siniilarly, claim 14 recites, "[a]n apparatus for 
logging events rclatmg to a remotely managed device . . . comprising: means at a collector entity that 
obllects event logs from the device, to generate an Acknowledgement Block (AB)" (emphasis 
added). 

In contrast, the signed acknowledgement disclosed in Palldnte is applied in the document 
transmission subsystem (see paragraphs 78, 112, 142). It is s^t and recorded in recognition of 
docum^t submission by senders or document receipt by recipients (see paragraphs 1 IS- 1 16). 
This documrat and acknowledgment exchange is distinct from collecting event logs from a 
remotely managed device (see paragrc^h 159). As to event logs, Pallante discloses only that a 
log file itself maybe signed (see paragraph 161). Pallante does not disclose, teach, or suggest 
generating an acknowledgement block as a response to system-event log transmission from a 
remotely managed device, as recited in claims 1 and 14. 

The October 15, 2007, Final Office Action includes a response section responding to 

Appellant's August 24, 2007, Request for Reconsideration. The Response section is section 

number 4 on pages 2-3 of the October 15, 2007, Office Action. 

-4- 
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The Response coirectly concedes the deficiencies in Pallante argued by Appellant in 

Appellant's August 24, 2007, Request for Reconsideration, However, the Office Action argues 

; tiiat fiie subject matter recited in the rejected claims can be int^reted in a broad mmner such 

that the deficiencies in Pallante detailed in Appellant's August 24, 2007, Request for 

ReconsidCTadon 2ire not deficiencies in the disclosure, teaching or suggestions, of Pallante with 

respect to claimed subject matter. 

Appellant tespectftdly disagrees with the position adopted by the Office Action in section 

4 on pages 2-3 of the October 1 5, 2007, Final Office Action. Rather, Appellant respectfully 

; submits diat the distinctions argued above and previously are clearly distinctions between subject 

matter expressly recited in the pending claims and the disclosure, teaching or suggestions of 

\v ' Pallante. 

} Appellant respectfully submits that, by the concession made in section 4 on pages 2-3 of 

the October 1 5, 2007, Final Office Action, the distinctions argued by Appellant above have been 
conceded by ttie Office Action to be subject matter that is not disclosed, taught or suggested by 
Pallante. Thus, Appellant respectfully submits that a decision on this Appeal simply rests on a 
determination whether the subject matter argued by Appellant is in fact subject matter recited in 
the rejected claims. 

If the Board believes that the distinctions argued h^in pertain to subject matter recited 
in the claims. Appellant respectfully submits that, in section 4 on pages 2-4 of the October 1 5, 
2007, Final Office Action, the Examiner has conceded that the rejections should be reversed. 
With respect to a determination of whether the distinctions argued herein are recited in the 

• i' -5- 
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rejected claims, Appellant points to the quoted and emphasized subject matter from the rejected 

claims appearing above. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, claims 1 and 14 are patentable over Pallante because 
Pallante does not disclose each and every element recited in claims 1 and 14. 
2. Claims 2-3 and 15-17 

Claims 2-3 and 15-17 depend from claims 1 and 14 and are therefore also patentable for at 
least the reasons stated above in connection with claims 1 and 14, as well as for the sq)arately 
patentable subj ect matter recited therein. 

B, Rejection of Clamis 5-13 and 18-22 Under 35 U.S.C, SlOSfa) 

The Final Office Action dated October 15, 2007, rejects claims 5-13 and 18-22 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pallante. 
1. Claims 5-13 and 18-22 

Claims 5-13 and 18-22 depend from claims 1 and 14 and are therefore patentable for at least 
the reasons stated above in connection with claims 1 and 14, as well as for the separately patentable 
subject matter recited therein. 
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CONCLUSION 

For at least the reasons discussed above, it is respectfiilly submitted that the rejections are in 
enxa and that claims 1 -22 are in condition for allowance. For at least the above reasons, Appellants 
respectfully request that this Honorable Board rcvCTse the rejections of claims 1 '■22. 



KRAMER & AMADO. P.C. 

1725 Duke Street, Suite 240 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
TeL (703) 519-9801 
Fsix; (703) 519-9802 



Respectfully submitted, 

KRAMER & AMADO, P.C. 



Date 



Fchniarv 19. 2008 
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VIIL CLAIMS APPENDIX 

CLAIMS INVOLVED IN THE APPEAL: 

L A method of logging events relating to a remotely managed device in a computer-ba^ed 

■4 ■ * 

I communications system, the method comprising: 

a) signing, at a collector entity that collects event logs from the device, an 
-! Acknowledgement Block (AB); and 

b) making the AB available to the device. 

t ■ 

2. The method as defined in claim 1 wherein the collector item is a coltector/management 
entity that also remotely manages the device. 

3. The method as defined in claim 2 wherein the AB represents an authenticated 
acknowledgement of the ev^t logs that have been received. 

•\ 

4. The method as defined in claim 3 wherein the AB is signed, periodically, by the 
c collector/management entity. 

5. The method as defined in claim 4 wherein the period of the signing is based on a time 
interval between log event received by the collector/management entity. 

> ; ; ■ 

i ' 

- 8 - 
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6. The method as defined in claim 4 wherein the period of the signing is based without 
control on the number without control of log events received by the collector/management entity. 

7, The method as defined in claim 3 wherein responsive to an event log having been 
received correctly, the AB contains one or more of; a last ooirectly received Syslog signature 
block; a last correctly received Syslog message since the last correctly received Syslog signature 
block; or a bitmap of all correctly received packets since the last correctly received Syslog 



8. The method as defined in claim 7 wherein the AB includes a signature. 

"/ 

9, The method as defined in claim 3 wherein, responsive to an event log not being received 
correctly, only one AB is sent to the collector/management entity, the AB containing a Syslog 

^ Signature Block number of the event log that had not been correctly received. 

V 10. The method as defined in claim 9 wherein the event log has not been correctly received if 

I . tlie signature does not match. 

11. The method as defined in claim 3 wherein, responsive to an event log not being received 
. correctly, the device continues to send the collector/management entity event logs and stores all 
i • unconfirmed event logs. 
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12. The method a$ defined in claim 3 wherein without control, responsive to the device 

receiving an AB indicating an event log was not correctly received by the collector/management 

entity, the device resends the stored unconfirmed event log. 

13- The method as defined in claim 3 wherein the device sends an initial message to the 
collector/management entity indicating that the device is capable of accepting an AB. 

14. An apparatus for logging events relating to a remotely managed device in a computer- 
based communications system, comprising: means at a collector entity that collects event logs 
fix>m the device, to generate an Acknowledgement Block ( AB) and to make the AB available to 
the device. 

15. The apparatus as defined in claim 14 wherein the collector item is a 
oollectorAnauagement entity that also remotely manages the device. 

16. The apparatus as defined in claim IS wherein the AB represents an authenticated 
acknowledgement of event logs that have been received by the collector/management entity. 

17* The apparatus as defined in claim 15 wherein the AB is signed, periodically, by the 
collector/management entity. 

^10- 
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1 8. The c^aratus as defined in claim I S wherein without control the period of the signing is 
hased on a time interval between log event received by the collector/man^ement entity. 

19. The apparatus as defined in claim 1 S wherein the period of the signing i$ based on the 
number of log events received by the collector/management entity. 

20. . The apparatus as defined in claim 14 wherein responsive to an event log having been 
received correctly, the AB signed by the management entity contains one ore more ot a last 
correctly received Syslog signature block; a last correctly received Syslog message since the last 
correctly received Syslog signature block; or a bitmap of all correctly received packets since the 
last correctly received Syslog message. 

21 s The apparatus as defined in claim 20 wherein the AB also includes a signature. 

22. The apparatus as defined in claim 1 5 wherein the device sends an initial message to the 
collector/management entity indicating that the device is capable of accepting an AB. 
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DC. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

A copy of the following evidence 1) altered by fte Examiner, including a statement setting 
forth where in the record the evidence was entered by the Examiner, 2) relied upon by the Appellant 
in the appeal, and/or 3) relied upon by the Examinor as to the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on 
^peal, is attached: 

NONE 
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X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

Copies of relevant decisions in prior or pending appeals, interfaences or judicial 
proceedings, known to Appellant, Appellant's representative, or the Assignee, that may be 
related to, or whidi will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing upon the 
Board's decision in the pending appeal are attached: 

NONE 
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